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Jde Qmdh'wn and ExampU 
cf our Bteffed Saoiour vin- 
dicated, &c. 

Kg^gHou'd t pcttead co &y that I acdved 
M8^^ his LonUfaip's Je»UBciatJMt tn tbd 
PlBSS ^tews Pjper of a Cbtrge of Otlvm^ 
., ' ff^, witbooc concxraf I flioold deajr 
Ibe cratfa: For tho^ 1 well koew that I hiA 
given no jnft occafion for fo foml an isapuu* 
tion, yet 1 knev aUb tkat his Lordfl]q>'s kind 
Aideavotirs to Uackea my repocadosi^ would 
not be altogether ibefle^ual. 

ladeedi I was imdi aSdtcd widi irj and 
anl fo fiitt ; tfao' fais Lordfiiip's didamton of 
the Rea/mt of hi&CAargey hve a&sded jne 
a great deai of ooi&forc ; aad I rejoice to find 
that the ground of all the &a4 things hi$ 
Lordfliip has to fay of me, iSj chat I quoted 
a Paltage out of a Book of his j apd&ewed 
A i how 
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how much I difliked it ; which it feems had 
been quiet and unmolefted for feven Tears'^. 

Calumny^ Reproach^ Noife^ T)irti Scan- 
dal^ defamations and the like words^ reqoire 
more jirt to range thtm decently in Conliro- 
verfy, than I am mafter of; and therefore I 
never intend to make ufe of them to any Pcr- 
fbn, much jefs to his Lordihip : And inflead 
of returning any fiich words, I fhall content 
my felf with ihewing^ that I did not deferve 
any fuch. 

At the dole of the Vindication^ Sec. I ob- 
ierved that his Lordihip had endeavoured to 
write down (or to diminifh, as I Hkewiie ex- 
prefs it) the Religion of Oaths ; and for this 
only reafon^ becaufe it flood in his way. I 
go on to lay ; a reafon which has often car^ 
tied his Lordjhip into great extremes. Of 
this I give an inftance in thele words. 
^^ I remember once, when he was ujfged 
(ia a dilpute about Government) with the 
example of our Wefled Saviour's fiif^ring 
as apply ed by St. Tetevy he made no fcru* 

pie to affirm That the example of our 

Lord is much more peculiarly fit to be ur^ 
ged to Slaves than to Subjects \. A 
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* Anfwer to a Calumny ^ pag. 9^ f ^f^f^^r f 

Dr, Atterbury, fag, 65. 
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^* Dodrine which will make the ears of i 
•* Chrijfian tingle; and ought to make him 
•* *<ead with caution a Writer fo fond of hi^ 
** own iiotions, as to take fuch fteps to dc- 
•* fend them. 

Upon thefe words his Lordfbip fi*esf fil^ 
chaise of Calumny. Now if it ihatl appear, 
that this is a proper inflanceof the thiAg char- 
ged on the Biihop ; that the Words quoted 
from his Lordihip ^re bis oWn w<m]s, and make 
an entire afleftionor propofition of themielves • 
and make the whole of ms affertion ; that no! 
thing is left out that can alter the affertion, 
or make it other than it appears to be ; then 
I hope the world will acquit me of the Charge 
of Calumny ; and I truft the warmth of any 
expreiTion ufed upon this occafion may be ex- 
cufed by the nature of the Propofition I had 
under confideration, and the difhouour done 
by it to our bleiled Lord and Mafter. 

I will ihew the Reader then : 

I. That the inftance was proper : I ihall 
give his Lordlhip's own account of the occa- 
fion of his aflertion.' His words are thcfe: 

^ The occcaflon of it was this. This Ar- 
•* gument from St. Teter's exhorting Slaves 
•' to be lubjecft to their Matters, not only u 
•* the kind but to the froward, was ui^ed 
^ * as implying in it the Duty of Subjeili , 

^* with 
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with relpcd: to their Civil Rights; tod 
the examj^le of our Blejfed Saviour being 
** by ^i.Teter proposed to Slaves y it was 
*• declared that this ex^mpk of Chrift belongs 
more, or is more peciih'atly fit to be urg'd^ 
to SubjeSfs , than to Slaves ; in order to 
prefs the Duty of Tajffive Obedience upon 
them. Anf.xoYir.Atterbuty^i^.^^. Aftci 
many other confideratioos, I add, parttcu^ 
larly in anfwer to this latter allegation, thtf 
following /^^^^, p. 64, 6^, 66. 
His Lordfliip here lays, that after many 
ufther confiderations, he added the following 
pafTage: i.e. the paflage which contains the 
frofcjition I quoted ; and A^r Lordfliip's/r^^ 
of it. This is in truth the cafe: His Lord- 
fliip had anfwered, that the example (of' 
Chrift) if very prefer to ke recommended ti 
Superiors as well as InferiorSy to Kif^s and 
MaSiers^ as well as to SuhjeSts and Slaves^ 
p. 63. And that the manner^ and not the 
matter of our fuffering is to be taken from 
the example of our Lordy i. e. That the ex* 
ample of our Lord's fufferings, is proper for 
all Chriftians in their (everal tryals and afHi- 
dions ; that it belongs to them as Chriflians, 
and not as confiderecl under die relations of 
King and Subjed:, of Mafter and Servant; and 
confequendy that the example of Chrift can* 

not 
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not beuiged to limit or adjuft the rights flow* 
iiig from iiich relations. Thus his Lordfliip 
h^ anfwered, and had his Lordihip ilop« 
ped here he wotfd have given no offence; 
but not content With this, h^prejfes OHy and 
in the true Jpirit of oppofition aflferts the ve-? 
ry contrary ( tho' he had no occafion fo to 
do) to what was obje(3:ed to him ; and af- 
firms, /. 64. It is fo far from being true^ 
that his exasfUfle was more peculiarly fit to 
be recommended to Subjects y confidered as 
fuch^ than to Slaves % that I think theYiRX 
Contrary to be evident, And after pro<kh 
cing fbme of his reafbns which moved him fi 
to think ; he lays, I cannot forbear (I am for- 
ry he coo'd not ) making the two following 
ab/ervations : the fecond of which obfervati* 
ons is iff thefc very words ; jind likewife^ 
that the example of our Lord is much more 
peculiarly fit to be urged to Slaves^ by whofe 
condition he is fleafid frequently to defer ibe 
his own low eBate \ than to Subjects whofe 
condition is never Ufedto tbatpurfofcj and 
whom be is never faid td ftrfinate in bis 
(oweft and moft'O^reffed conditiofiy p. 65. 

I have flared the cafe, as I traly think ^ 
with all fairnefe $ and i diefire the Reader to 
jn^e, wbetber this ht not. an inflance of bis 
S luppio^ ifito Extr earns out of op* 

pofition ; 




V. 



( 8 ) 

pofition ? Can any one think, that if his Lord- 
ihip had been confidering the example of 
Chrifl'6 fufFerings, without an obJeSiion drawn 
from it againjl his own doc9:rine, that he cou'd 
poffibly have come tp (ay ; That Chrijfs ex^ 
ample is much more peculiarly fit to be urged 

to Slaves than to SubjeBs? For my own 

part I do not believe this of his Lordfhip ; 
and as I placed it at firft to the account of 
the extreme oppofition to his Adverfery ; fo 
do I dill place it to the lame account ; and it 
is therefore, as^ I conceive, a proper inftahce, 
and comes up fully to the point for which 'tis 
mentioned. 

2. That the words quoted by mq are his 
JLordihip's own words : This is not denied. 

3. That as they make an entire affertion 
or propofition of themielves, {o do they coht 
tain truly the whole of what he aflerts , ex- 
clufive of his reafons for it : The propofiti- 
on which his Lordihip was to confute, as ex- 
prefled by himfelf, was this ; That the exam- 
ple of Chrijl was more peculiarly fit to be 
recommended to SubJeBsy confidered as Juch^ 
than to Slaves — and he lays, that he thinks 
the very contrary to be evident. The con-^ 
trary propofition then was what his Lordfliip 
was to maintain , and that is iuUy expreifed 

ifk the words by me quoted ; VsA the words 

which 



\vhich I omitted make no fart of the contra^, 
ry propbfition. From whence 'tis plain, that 
I have given the entire aflertion and propor 
iiition which his Lordfliip frofejfed to main- 
tain ; and entirely in his own words, without 
adding to, or lubftradting from, the prbpofi- 
tion which lie undertook to jiiftify : that pro- 
pofitioh which his Lordfliip laid down dt 
the beginning of Paragraph io. (and is riovv 
tranfcribed Into his arifwer) and vvhicli he la- 
bours to maintain to the end of that long pa^ ' 
ragraph. 

4. There is nothing left out (in my quota- 
tion) that can alter the aflertion, of make it 
other thaii it appears to be. 

The words left out in tny quotation, con- 
tain the teafons given by his Lordfliip for the 
aflertion. A reafbn brought to jkj^port a 
propofition cannot alter the native of the 
propofitioh , or make it other than it is in it 
lelf : and therefore his Lordlhip mtift hot 6y,i 
that the propofltion quoted in his ownwdids, 
is not his propofltion, becaufe f did hot quote 
his reafbhs in liippbrt of itV I'he pfopofitioa 
is the jfame^ and ex^rejfe^ the Jame thing , 
whether the reafbhs be added, or not add6A 
I never before heard that thcrfi was^ any Ci- 
tumny in quotiiig (St rifbrting a: man's princi- 
ples> or aflertioqs , tho'^ yoii did hot, at f he 
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^me timc^ report his reafons for them, In- 
(fleed the rcafonS Which his Lofdlhip himfetf 
has nov^ produced to the world, are ib faii: 
&ofti fatisfying even hitnfelf^ that he iee»^ 
ilot willidg to reft the caufe upon them ; \iiSt 
has givto fuch an int^rpretatioti of his wotcb 
quoted by me^ as is incoiQfiltent with the 
common uie of language, and with coixi^ 
moil (enfe. I will infert the paragraph tv^xtt 
where his Lordfhip comes to the pinch of the 
cafe. 

" I hope it is not too Ihocking to the ears 

* of a Chriftian T)ean^ to ajffirm thiat the ex^ 

* ample of thrift is very fit to be proposed 

* to Slaves J in order to engage them to bear 

* the unavoidable evils of their unhappy 

* condition^ with patience and refiguation : 

* becaafe the Apoftles themfelves have done 
' this. And I beg to know the great dif!e* 
' rence between laying that this \%fit^ and 

* proper^ in xhtpojitive degree ; and fay ing, 

* in the comparative^ that this is morepecu^ 

* Uarly fit than to propoie it to Civil Sub^ 
' je6is^ confidered as liich/' 

His Lordfliip's defence here turns upon this, 
that there is no great difference between lay- 
ing pofitivelyj that the example of Chrift is 
fit and proper to be propofed to Slaves ; and 
%i»g > by way of comparifon , that it is 

(much) 



( much ) more peculiar (y fit to be urged to 
Slaves^ than to Subje^s. His Lordfliip qin 
fee no great difference^ and I profefs I cap iee 
very little fimilitijde between the two aflerti- 
ons. He that f^ys, it is very fit to be jprg^ 
pofedtQ Slaves J fiiys what is very true ; l?ijt 
he thftt iays, it is much more peculiarly fit 
So be urged to Slaves than Subje&s^ lays 
what wiU appear to be very £kl{e ; and I vcmi 
ftill iay, very fliocking to a Chriilian. The 
exan^le of Chrift was not purpofed tp^ or fit- 
ted for ofty one fort of men more than aqg* 
ther ; but it is recommended to all as Chri- 
fiians ; Jt was as proper to begged to King 
Charles the f irft, in his days of diftreis, as 
ever it w^is to the meaneft Slave in the Ro^ 
man Empire ; for tho', as bis Lprdlhip ob- 
itxy^ST^ our S^v\o\xx af feared in a low and of- 
fiiSied condition^ yet he de&ended fi'pm the 
higefl and moB^ glorious ilatg; and confe* 
^ueatly , his exapiple is .cqyally fit for the 
higheft of the fons of men in their affli(a^o^^, 
and for tbe Icmft. How (romes his Lordihip 
then, at p, 65*. tp aJ^irm^ That ft is muck 
more peculiarly fit tQ be firmed to Slaves thap 
Subje0s. I3 not the Bilhop (enfible this am- 
OQt be defended, when he tells ns, there is no . 
grq^t di^^erence between ^is afler^pn , and 
%in£^ Tb^t the exan^l^^fCbriJt is fit t^ 
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h propofed to Slaves? I defife his Lordfhip 
wou'd try thcfe two ways of fpcaking in any 
other cafe, and fee whether they amount to 
one and the fame thing. Let us try them in 
a cafe in which his Lordftiip is concerned: 
IHc tells us often , that every Chriftian has a 
right to interpret the Scripture. iSuppofe then 
.'that I fliould tell his Lordfhip, that it is his 
Yenfe, That it is ft and proper for the weakeft 
men to interpret Scripture ; he wou'd per- 
Jiaps allow the confequence; but fhou'd I tell 
hitn, that he appears to me to affirm. That 
Jt is much more peculiarly ft for the weak^ 
ef men to interpret Scripture^ than for the. 
wifeft and moft learned i I am afraid he wou'd 
complain of very ill ufage ; and yet why IhouM 
he, if there be no great ditfercnce between 
thcfe two forms of exprcffion ? -Tis plain 
;hen, that however his Lordfhip in his anger 
charges me with Calumny for qubting bis 
words ; yet he himfelf, after all he can fay 
for them > is not willing to abide by them : 
and wcrti'd have the Reader believe, that there 
4S no great difference between faying. Thai 
the example ofChrijf is ft tobe propofedto 
Slaves: and. That it is much more pecul't^ 
arly ft to be urged to Slaves — than to Sub^ 
jk^i^ ^ He that fays it is fit for Slaves, may 
lay 'alfb' 'tis equally fit for Subjeds; hut be 

that 
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that fays ^tis peculiarly fit for Slaves, docs 
imply that there is feme degree of linfitnefs 
in it with relpeiS: to SubjedJfS. And what can 
I do in this cafe, but appeal to tht commw 
fenfe of mankind, 1 am williflg to pat • the 
caufe upon this ifTuc, upon which his Lord- 
ihip has put it: If there appears no great difi 
ference between the two aflertions, then ani 
I to be charged; bar, in truth, rather with. 
want oi fenfi than with the guilt of Cabim^ 
ny: But if thefe two expreffions do grearijf. 
differ, then fet others judge what his= Lord- 
ihip is guilty of in charging me with Gi/«^^ 
for reminding him of his own words ; worcb, 
which, he has too much fenfi^ to defend^ 
and, too little ingenuity, to retradt. • • 
What his Lordlhip confefles at /. i6. That 
he has affirmed, that our blejfed Lord's ex- 
amfle is mQre peculiarly fit to be propofed 
to the low, foor and difireffedfart of man- 
kind, than to the fortunate and rich:, may 
be true, and yet it will be very wrong and 
Jhocking in any one to affirm, that the ex- 
ample of Chrift is much more peculiarly ft 
to be urged to a Beggar than to a Gentleman. 
But in truth this confeiffion of his Lordihipi 
appears to me to be a mere fallacy; if he 
means that an ejxzimple oi fatient Jufferingis 
more fit to be urged to thoie who dofujfer^ 

thai^ 
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rhtn to thofe whe dQ not ; he Ipcak* a grc*t 
ijutb, but nothing to the prcfcnt purpofe ; If 
he means that our Lord's example is more 
proper to the poor in their iuffcrings, than 
to the rich in t^Htr fufferings ; he fpcaks to 
his purpofe indeed, but the a^rtioa is whac 
every Chriftian uiun: rejed. So in the iame 
Pf^c, when he {ays, this is more fecuknr^ 
fit to he fropofed to per fins in a low €on^ 
dition; he impofes on his reader, for cbc 
greatefi peribns may be in a low coo<]itioo» 
as well as the tncanejf : He onght to have 
&id ( not in but ) ofz low condition ; wA 
then the affertion would have been &irly to 
his purpofe, but falfe in itielf ; for the exam- 
ple of Chrift is fit for perfons of all coodir 
tions, and equally fir for Kings, Subjects, and 
Slaves; when they liiffer wrongfully. For 
with refped; to Slaves themielves, when they 
arc kindly ufed by their Mailers, and treated 
with equity and hununit}"^, and iufier notbiog 
by ill ulage whiUl they do their duty, fb long 
the example of Chrift's Su^rings 'xBnotfecu- 
liarly fit for their condition ; and when they 
do {uShx wrongfully^ the example belongs to 
them not as Slaves^ but as Qhrifiian^ fuffer- 
ing for Righteoufheis fake. 

As to what his Lordihip iay5, p. 17. of his 
havQig. in bis anfwer to Or. A. explained the 

. * example 
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example of Chrift m a fr^er mifeaer ; I «*• 
ver fatd he hrf hot; nor do I wow fey it 
6tit thii I irav^ laid ^ and this I fiiU iay^ thatt 
ttot content to exj^lam it ftoferty mAfSifiij^^ 
he was tarried iu the heat t>f his o^ofition 
to a great extreme ; and <x»Id not leartr die 
catrfe when he had made (as he fays) a fffVfinr 
aniwet ; boc w«ik} go on tifl he came to thi 
n/ery contrary (to tife his own Words) cd what 
h^ been tjbje^cd ro hifta : Afid becaufe it 
had been faidthac the example ofChdft {as 
his Lotdflnp reprefents his Adverikries wor^ 
which 1 have not before cne) hekngs mort t9 
'Snhje&s than to Slaves^ theretwe his Lowl^ 
flrip wotdd not leave the argomcnt. umiliBe 
had affirmed ; That the example of Chrifi if 
mtich more f^eculiarly fit to be urged to Slaves 
than to SftbjeBs. And this, I tbiok, W«^ 
being carried into a very great extreme. 

I do not ptetend here to cofifider the argn* 
flietft oi^his Ltwlfhip-s learned Adverfkry, or 
the reaftms givtuby him for the Ic^eft td 
his opfaion : I rafce the whole tipon the Bi- 
flrop's own reprefeutatioti of the cafe ; tnd 
find cnotgh to juffify what I ikkJ, that ^, 
wai carried into great extrernesy thro^«b 
opp'ofition. 

I prdiime I have faid enough tojiffir^xh^ 
fairne:fi of my quotation ; but his Lordlhip 

has 



ims'more eomplaincs; and is very angry with 
me, for laying, chat his aiTemon will make'^ 
the CflTS of a Chriftiati tingle : To do juftice 
jchcreforc to my felf againft his Lordlhip's vi- 
olenP recrimination; I wtll go on to ihew that 
bis affertion is as bad, as thofe words of mine 
xepreient it to be, and that he has neither 
Serif ture nor Reafon to fupport him in it. 
: And firft I will Ihcw the Reader what the 
njfertion amounts to, by giving his Lordlhip's 
explications of the terms of his propofition : 
By Slaves then he means Slaves froferly Jo 
called * ; i.e. iiich as are bought in the marr, 
ket^ or taken captive^. By Subjects^ he 
means, fuch as have Civil Rights and Proper- 
ties, and are not bound by the mere will of 
their Kings ; as Slaves are, who arc bought and 
fild in the market. I fuppqfe I peed not re- 
fer to any particular paflages to prove this to 
be his fenfe of the word Subject. , 
. The proportion which his Lordfhip had to 
anlwer was, according to his own account \ this. 
The example of Ghrift is more peculiarly fit 
to be recommended to Subjeiisy confideredas 
Juchy than to Slaves : He undertakes to main- 
tain the very contrary to be true : The pro- 



: * Anpxir. to I>r. A. />. 55. V" 5^. t I^i^* f- 54»^ 59* 






poTitioQ^ 



C n 

pofition then which he affirms is this : Thdf 
the example of our Lord is much more pecu-^ 
liarly fit to be urged to Slaves (confidercd 
as fcich) than to SubjeSfs confidered as Jkch. 
i. e. The example of our Lord is much more 
fit for liich as are bought and fold in markets^ 
than for fiich as have Civil Rights and Vro^ 
perties. This aflertion is very fhocking tQ 
a Chriflian, as being highly dijhonourable to 
our bleflcd Saviour. And one of the Biihop's 
reafons for ^A/j aflertion; viz. That the New 

Tejtament r- reprefents the humiliation 

and low eft ate ofChrift -by the condition^ 

of Slaves : i. e. of (uch Slaves as are bought 
and fold in the market y is equally bad, equalr 
ly dilhonourable to our blefled Saviour, as 
will foon appear. *; 

But to take his regions for his aflertion in 
their order, as they are now.fet forth in his 
Anfwer. The firft is: That St. Peter eX" 
frefHy frofofes the example of our blejfed 
Lord to Slaves *. To which I anlwer; that 
this may be true, and yet nothing to his 
Lordlhip's purpofe; For 'tis one thing, ex^ 
preffly to frofofe the example of QhriSi to 
Slaves^ and another to propofe it as much 
more peculiarly , fit f^r Slaves y than for 
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^SubjeSls. Should a Phyfician expYeffly prti- 
firibe the Jcfuits Bark for a Servant who Yam 
tfn Ague ; would his Lordfhip infer that Je^ 
/kits Bark is much more peculiarly fit for % 
Servanfs Ague, than for a Mafter's ? I think 
he Avould not : And therefore what he &j4 
of the example as propofed by St. Teter, 
tomes not near his point. 
' Befides, St. Teter does not fpeak of Slaves 
jpeculiarly in his Lordfliip's fenfe of the word> 
but of domefticks of all forts ; he calls them 
not ^SMiy but otKirat; not Slaves^ but !D^ 
fMjticks ; tho' he had jufl before uled the word 
iSx<§^, declaring Chriflians of all ranks to be Jy* 
Aw GiSy Servants of Go J ; and he calls the Ma- 
ilers not Kv(/o$ but ^ioxroTMy that is olKo^eoarircu^ 

Mafters of families ; If his Lordfliip had con^ 
lulted only Stephens his Thefaurus^ he would 
have found, that fiiYknu are not peculiar^ 
Slaves, but according to Hejych. o\ x^ r A- 
%w 'o'dvjig ; according to Suidas ; i /jlovov oi dt- 

f^'PTovJig d?oJi Kj wdyjig ol k^^ r eUUv : not Onfy 

fervantSy but all that belong to the family : 
that an old Grammarian quoted by Euftat. 
lays, elukrag vocatos fuijfe non folUm tw iwer 
"d^ig yjzs-a^^g^ not only Slaves tyed to hard 
labour in the Countrey, Jed etiam ng q¥ olxieug 
4A^6ftfj, but alfo the freemen belonging to the 
family : And under the word oiW^ he would 

have 
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iKive feen this account of the word (torn EuftaL 

i^i^oi. Such as belong to tbefamify tho' they. 
are free. 

I . He that conKiders ehis account of th^ 
word, will, I believe, fee fufficienc realbn why 
the example propofed by St. l^eter ot^ht nol 
to be confined to Slaves froperly fi called. 

AisdhadSt.?^^£rrtiredtheword^tfA(^^ lAi^U 
fliew tfaft even that Word could not- reafboably 

have been confined to ^h Slaves. For oughc 

then that appears to the contrary, St. Teter did 

not peculiarly Ipeak to Slaves in the ienfe ia 

whidb ks Lordihip und^ftands the word. But» 

X. Suppofe he did ipeak to inch Slaves ; 

yet 'tis certain that he dees not propo^ th< 

example of Cbrift to them, as peculiarly fit 

far them confidered as Slaves : He thu^ ex-r 

horts them ; Servants be JubjeEi toyourina^, 

fters with all faar^ mt enly to the good 

and gentley but aljb to the froward. At 

f. 19. he gives them a reafon why they 

ibould io do ; but even this reafbn \s general^ 

and not peculiar^ Jit jfor Slaves. His word$ 

2M : For this is thank worthy (el rig) ifzss^ 

man ( not if any Slave) far conftienee to^^ 

ward God endure grief fajffering wriongfatty t 

and that 'tis ibfl^ring wrongfally while they 

do well, and not merely as Slaves that is tha 

C X accef. 
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acceptable thing to Qadj the next vcrfe fliews; 
And when be comes at }^. xi. to propofethe 
example of Chrift, the reafons he gives why 
the example of Chrift fhould be followed, are 
fuch ias zSkGc all men equally, and have no- 
thing in them peculiar to Slaves : for even 
hereunto are ye called: i.e. to fufier patient^ 
ly, when it Ihall be your 'lot, in well-doing; 
which is a reafbn to all Chriftians ; for St. ^aul 
Ipeaking (not to Slaves) but to the Servants 
€ Jefus Chrift at Thilpp with the Bijhofi 
and ^eaconsj tells them, Ch. i; f. 29. Vnto 
you it is given on the behalf of Chrift ^ not 
only to believe on him^ but alfo tofufferfbr 
his fake. St. Teter goes on ; bccaufeChrift 
alfo fuffered for us. If this be a good rea^ 
Ion for imitating his example, 'tis good to 
all, for Chrift liiffered not for Slaves feculi^ 
arly^ but for all the fons of men : And ia 
like manner the argument goes on upon ge- 
neral topicks to the end of the Chapter; and 
the laft verie Ihews how St. Teter applied 
the example, and under what chara(9:er he con- 
fidered thofe to whom he apply ed it ; for thus 
he (peaks to them, for ye were as fheep going 
aftrayj but now are returned unto theShe^-^ 
herd and Bijhof of your fouls: Now then jy^ 
who were gone aftray^ &c. were not peculi- 
arly Slaves, but include the Chriftians of all 

forts, 
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forts, whether Subjects <ir Slaves. But if hii 
Lordfliip's reafoa be good, St. Teter's argu- 
ment muft Hand thus ; This is thank-worthy 
if a man (i.e. a Slave) for confcience toward 
God endure grief: for what glory is ^t if 
when ye be buffeted for your faults^ ye 
(Slaves) take it patiently^ but if when ye d(^ 
well and Juffer for itj y^ (Slaves), take it 
patiently J this is acceptable to God\ for even 
hereunto were ye (Slaves peculiarly) cal^ 
led^ becaufe Chriji aljb fuffered for usy 
(Slaves peculiarly) J^.xi. Who his own /elf 
bare our fins in his own body on the tree. 
That we (Slaves) being dead to fin fioould 
live unto right eoufnefi: by whofe firipes ye. 
(Slaves) were healed^ if. 24, for ye, (Slaves 
peculiarly) were as fioeep going aftray \ but 
are ntiw returned unto the Shepherd and 
Bifioop of your fouls. So that if the exam- 
ple of Chrift ht peculiar ly here applied to 
Slaves jVi muft be becaufe he \% peculiarly Bi^ 
Jhop of the Souls of Slaves. 

Thus you lee what extravagant Ablurditic^ 
follow from fuppofmg St. Teter to recom- 
mend the example of Chrift as peculiarly fit 
for Slaves. 

3, In the following Chapter, St. Teter af- 
ter confidering the duty of Wives to their 
Husbands^ and of Husbands to Wxy^s^ at 

3^. %. 
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J^- 8. (peaks to alljdrts of Chriftians in genc^ 
ral : fif tally be ye all of one mindj having 

compaffion one of another not rendering 

evil for evil^ or railing for railings hut con*^ 
trarywife blejflng^ 3^. 9. In the folio vring 
verfts he propofcs to them the adtantages 
that loch gentle behaviour will yield eves id 
this life ; and at f. 14. tells them, But and 
ifyefufferfor righteoufhefs fake^ happy are 
ye: and at the 18*** f. he propofes to all th^ 
example of Chrift, for Chrijl alfb hath ones 
Jufferedy thejuftfortheunjuft. At Chip. iv. 
f.i. he again makes a general app4icatk)ii of 
the example to all Chriftians : Forafmuch then 
ms Chrift hath Jhjfered for us in the flejhy arm 
your felves likewtfe with the fame ntmd* 
Now be that propofed the example of Chrift*» 
fofferings to all forts ofChriftians in this mafl* 
ner, cou'd not poflibfy propofe it as much more 
peculiar fy fit for Slaves than for SubjeBs. 

His Lordfhip's third reafon for his aderei- 
on is in thefe words, * That in mentioning 
and handling the T^uty of Subject s^ confider- 
ed as Civil SubjeBs^ neither he^ (St. Titer J 
nor any other Apoftle^ ever once propofes the 
example of Chrift* s paffive fubmiffion and 
non-refifiance. 
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Alia wing this to be true; yet I cwnoe 
fee what his Lordfliip gets by k: if the ex- 
ample of Chrift was fiot f^opoicd to Subjpiils, 
as fuch ; will it follow, fhat it is mucbm^re 
peculiarly fit fbr Slaves^ than for Suhjeits}^ 
if 'tis not peculiarly fit for Subjeitsj muft ic 
needs therefore he peculiarly fit for Slave/? 
So that his Lordfliip's ftfl^rtion is neither /r^-: 
ved^ nor qualified in any degree, by thi$ ob-i 
fervation, fuppofing if to be entirely right 
But in truth, the example of Ghrift's foSrmgs 
is propofcd juft as much to Subjeffs^ <:onfi- 
dered as foch ; as it is to Slaves^ confidercd 
as fuch. His Lord (hip (here) lays very grc4< 
ftrefs upon this ; that the example of Oiriffl is 
by St. Teter connecJled immediately to the 
cafe of Slaves^ which can figniiy little to 
his caule, fmce all the realbns given by St. Tt^ 
« ter to enforce the example are fiich, as eqaal^ 
ly concern all, whether Slaves or not ; and 
in the very next chapter the example is «c^ 
preflly propofed to all : It had been mofl: otr-^ 
tainly a very invidious thing for the Apoftles 
diredly to have faid, that Governours wou'd be 
injurious to their Subjei^ls, and might have 
drawn upon Chriftians the indignation and 
wrath of the powers of the world: For thi« 
reafon St. Tettr feems purpoftly to avoid (a? 
St. jPtfisr/does like wife) putting the cafe of 
L . unjnfi 
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uttjuji Princes ; and does with great addrefs 
put the cale of hard.zxA ill ulage, with re- 
ipe<% to Mailers , which is immediately (ub^ 
joined to what he fays to Subjeds ; and then 
propofes the example of Chrift, and uiges it 
with iiich reaibns as he knew wou'd reach e- 
very Chriftian's cafe fuffering wrongfully^ whe- 
ther it were under the oppreflion of a TrincCy 
or of a Majier. I am the more inclined to 
think that this was really his defign, from ob- 
fervin^ how St. Teter conducts himfelf in 
fpeaking to Chriftian Subjed:s, Chap. ii. and 
Chap. iii. Having largely treated of the 
Duty of Subjeds from f. 13. to j^i 17. in- 
clufively : he throws in the cafe of Servants 
and hard Mailers in one fmgle verfe ; and 
goes immediately to the example of Chrift, 
and urges it to the end of the Chapter, upon 
reafons^ common to all forts of Chriftians : 
which makes it probable , that he chofe to 
Ipeak of Servants in this place, on purpofe 
that he might propofe the cafe of unjull fiif- 
fcfing, and yet without expreflly applying to 
Magiftrates, fo as to give offence : This I 
iay, is probable ; elpecially confidering, That 
in the third Chapter he Ipeaks expreflly to all 
forts of Chriftians, and puts the cafe of their 
fuffering for righteoujhefs fake% but then 
having mentioned their filtering wrongfully;, 

he 
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he ifidufirioujly avoids mentioning of MagU 
Urates at the Ikme time ; and when he exhorts 
Chriftians not to fear thofe who might io evil- 
ly entreat them , he names no peribn ; but 
gives a relative without an antecedent^ ra- 
ther than he wou'd name Civil Governours ; 
But and if (fays he) ye fuffer for right eouf 
nefs fake J happy are ye: r 5 (pi&t^v cwTay i^i 
cpoGfiQijTt ' and be not afraid of their terror : 
of whofc terror J Look back, and you will 
find no perlbns mentioned to whom the word 
their can refer; and the Apoftle (cems to mc 
on purpole to lupprels the mention of thenj, 
that he might not of!end; for that he had 
the Civil Powers in his Eye, is pretty plain, 
from C&* 4. ij. But let none ofyoufuffer as d 
murderer^ or as a thief or as an evil doer, 
or as a bujy body in other mens affairs^ cSs 
ci?J^ol(/o€7riTK07r^y as a Spy y or Pryer into 
matters in which he i$ not concerned ; and 
the word as properly fignify medlers in politics, 
as in private affairs : Now pray confider un* 
der what power, and from what hands, do 
vacn/ujfer as murderers, as thieves, ^c. pri- 
vate men do not punilh for robbery or mur-v 
der, but Magiftrates do : can it then be fup- 
pofed, that St. Teter had not Magiftrates in 
his view when he laid this ? He adds in the 
next verfe , Tet if any manfuffer as a Chri- 
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Jlian^ let htm not be ajhamed. To foflfer a* a 
Chriftian , is to fuffer for being a Chriftian^ 
and for rejediog and defpifing the €<Jmmoii 
and profefTcd Idolatry ; and puniihment on 
this account was not adminiftred by private 
:rfons , but by Magiftrates ; and therefore 
:. "i^eter^ lj)eaking of the fofferings of Chri- 
ffians. Chap. iii. and iv. had regard to their 
iilffering under the Civil Powers ; and yet > 
Chap. iii. f.i%. he does cxpreflly apffy the 
txample of ChriJTs JUfferings to this Cd/b. 
Not indeed to prove that the Magiftrate had 
a right to injure Chriftians, but to Ibew Chri- 
ftians how they di^ht to bear the calamities^ 
which they liiffcred wrongfiilly. And the Vfc* 
ty iame application belongs to Slaves ; for tb< 
example of Chrift recommeiided even to th^dttt^ 
does not ( as his Lordfliip confefTcS *) pfoVft 
that they tnay in no cafe feek a remedy ; but 
it ihews them bow to bi^ar with patience the 
mileries which tiiey endute lor righteodhefi 
fake, or without deferving tjiem. And kt ft- 
iiy man now confider the cafe, and telJ me ^ 
what cou'd carry his Lordfhip into fb ftrange 
ah afTertion as this, That the example tt 
Chrift is much more peculiar fy fit for Slaves 
than SubjeBs ? I know but of one thing 
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^t can fee fai4 to this, vi^. Tljat poiliJbly 
Sc- Teter might write fhis with an pye to thi^ 
Jews, wid^ whple .malioe foipeximes tbeChf i- 
iliaDS iMer^ a$ Cbrl^iaias. But that cou'(i 
«>t be jhe cafe here 5 for Sc. ^etjer writes to 
the ChriftiaBS pf the 4i^er/ion, tz?^ i^^^w^^- 
fM^y to .th(!f Strangers /faltered thr$ftghovt 
Toneusy Ci$l^tUt Capf^docia,^ Afia andBk 
$hyHia% Countjic^s^ wber^ the Jews had m 
pmrer to put th^;^ W^i^ iJ^ <eyqcution ; ^^ 
tfcerefwe they \€ouVi oot i?e imcjideij by the 
Apoflk; «nd ibpr^ w^ Qo Pow£x, hnt the 
-CSril l^wcr^ to which the Apoljle cou'd T^- 
^., with rej^^ i(K> aU theie iCk^uatrjes.; fqr 
chat he 4id 99lt ^»k of private »ialice, or 
fnratie ioiwies, has.bceiialre;^dy:(hewo. 

Nor isitiiiHy w^evkr that St. Peter fliau^ 
ftpfpjy the iexaflipk^fCbri^ tp Chriflians fvif-' 
ffeois^ ufatfkr the <^v«l Powers for righteo^ 
ads &k£ t wh^ix ^ur Saviour himfeif h^d id 
j^>pH^ itli^fbre.hiin : In the 10^^ of St. il/^f* 
/^f^ our iJ^lefled Lord fends forth the 
X^0wl7e fo preachj wd tells them, j^. 18. 7^ 
fit0U^ h^ought hefore Governours und Kings 
for myfakcy for a tejiimony againft them, and 
ihfQmtiks: and after deicribing to them 
fitfUiy .qircumft^ces of the perfccution they 
vwcieto undergo, he adds, i^. *4j^5'^ -^ The 
^IM/eifit 49 metj^kove his Mafier , nor the 

T^ % Sttijcint 
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Servant above his Lord ; it is enough for 
the l^ifcifle that he be as his Mafter , a$ul 
the Servant as his Lord : If they have cal- 
led the Mafier of the houfe Beelzebub >^ how 
much more jhaU they caU them of his houjhold: 
Fear them not therefore: and at )^. x8. he 
lays, Fear not them which kill the bodyy S?r. 
In the 24*^ of St. Matthew^ in the 13*** of St. 
Mark^ and ii^' of St. Luke^ he tells theniy 
they fliall be delivered \x^ to the Jynagogues^ 
and into prijbnsy being brought before Kings 
and Rulers for his names fake — and exhorts . 

them to poffefs their fouls in patience. 

In the 15*^ of St. John our Lord is upon the 
fame fubje<9; ; and there expreflly fets his own 
example before his Difciples ; If the world hate 
youj ye know that it hated me before it ha- 
ted you^ 3^. 18 . Remember the word that I 
faid unto you^ The Servant is not greater 
than the Lord. If they have ferfecuted me^ 
they wiU alfo ferfecute you \ j^. 20. And at 
Chap. xvi. if. zi. he thus encourages them: 
In the world ye Jhall hm)i tribulation: 
but be of good cheer , / have overcome the 
world. 

Thxxs you fee our Stay tour propofes his exam- 
ple to fuch as were not Slaves*^ to fiich as were 
\pJUjfer under the power oi Kings and Rulers : 

|i6t to juftify Rulers in their «bafingChniti9n&; 
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but to arm Chriftians with patience when they 
ftffer wrongftilly ; and fhall we now; after 
having feen that Oirift himfelf propofes his 
exaniple to Chriftians of all ranks , and who 
were to liifer from civil powers ; fay with his 
Lordihip, That the example of Chrift is much 
more peculiarly jit to be urged to Slaves than 
to Subjects! I hope I have faid enough up- 
on this head , to noiake his Lordihip re-coil- 
fider, what he feems to affirm, that the ^;r- 
ample of Chrijfs Jufferings^ is never pro- 
pofed in Scripture to Subjects j and always 
to Slaves. 

His Lordfliips third reafbn is, ** 3. That 
the New Teftament it feif reprefents the 
humiliation t aijd low eftate of Chrifi in 
this world, by the condition of Slaves j 
the Jo weft and moft helpleis part of man- 
kind ; and never once by the low eftate, or 
belplefs condition of Civil Subjects , as 
^* foch : which would have been , had they 
** been put, in the New Teftamentj in the 
** lame circumjiances with Slaruesr 

By the condition of Slaves : Slaves you 
muft remember jire, in his Lordihip's fenfe, 
facb as are bought and fold in markets for 
4he lervice of their Mafters : and I do affirin, 
that the Scripture never thus reprefents the 
jlpv ell^te of CJfrifl;. I wiU begin with deft- 
I' .' * " ring 






( 30 ) 

ring the Reader to oonfider a |)a(Iage ia Sc. 
Jobny becaufe our Saviour isthtxt p'effing his 
^>wn example in one of the moft fervile cbif^ 
that ever he did, upon aU his Diiciples. In 
the 13*^ of St, John we read, that our Savi-^ 
our rifing from Jiif per laid afide his garmeuts^ 
mkd took a towel and girded bimfelf\ then 
foured water into a hafon^ and wafflkd Ins 
^ifcifles fret , and wifed them witir the 
towel wherewith he was girded, Here^ if 
«ver, we might exped to find our Savioyor^js 
low eftate rcprefeiiited by the tmdition of 4 
Slave ; but we fliall find nothing le6 : This 
liiftory is introduced by the Apoftk widi an 
cxprefe declaration of the gceat power and 
dignity of our Saviour, jf^frs taowimgthat 
the Father had given all thingj into his 
hands ^ andth€ahewMS€omefrmnGod,and 
vsent to God^ f. 3. He rifetb frvm fafper^ 
mid laid afide his garments^ 4md tmk ktow- 
rly &c. j^ 4.-— and after the work was over, 
smi: bleiTed Saviour, in applying this wry ex- 
ample to his D&iples, begins With reminding 
vbein of his own Ibpedortty over them : Te 
call me Majter ana Lord ^ and ye fity weil, 
fir yd I amy if. 13, Is riiis fike one wfaoi^ 
eftate the Scripture is to reprelent by the cots^ 
i*itiori of a Slave? But leCs 1icar«he reft : Ifi 
then your Lo^d and MajHr ^em;a/hedynnir 

fret^ 
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feit^i ye ought alfi to w^fli one another^ 
fett^ if. 14. The rwfon of which is exprcflcd 
at t. 16. Verily verily I fay unto you^ the 
fervant is not greater than, his lordy neither 
he that is fent^ greater than he that fent 
him. i. e. If I the great eft among you havf 
not thought it below hie to condefcend to 
waih your feet ; let jione of you who are 
confcfTediy my inferiours, think much to do 
the fame office of love and humility : So thac 
this example of our Lord in lb fervile an em- 
ployment^ is fb far from being founded in g 
repreientation of his eftate by the conditioo 
of a Slave, that it is really inconfiftent with 
k : For one who was to perfbnate a Slave k| 
waftiing of other's feet, though he might re- 
commend his example of fatiencey ami fi^^ 
fnijjum to his ti»tyy yet he could not lay aa 
our Lord does ; condder, what the great^ft 
^mong yoQ has done ; what I your Lord »d 
Maftfer have done, not as bound in dmty to 
you my firvants^ but ooc of love and hami- 
Itty, add never think it hejow you to do like-, 
wife. This is an exliortattoa not fit for a 
Sl^ew to make; ^Siave cannot urge his great 
love or great bwmlity ia doing what bis cost* 
dition requires of him, nor can be plead his 
txanipk as an ai^meut to the bigheft^ for 
conddce&fbn cowJtrds the bweft. JSutdais 
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our Saviour pleads his example^ not looking 
on himfelf as a Slave^ but as a Lord and Ma- 
fieri as one into whofe hands the father had 
given all things. What (hall we lay then ; 
That the example of Chrift is much more pe- 
culiarly fit for Slaves than for Subjeits 7 
God forbid. 

So agairf; in the twentieth of St. Matthew^ 
when there was indignation among the Dif- 
ciples, occafioned by the petition of the Mo- 
ther of Zebedee's children and her Ions ; our 
Saviour exhorts them all to humility, fFho- 
fiever will be chief among you^ let him be 
your fervantj Sr. 27. and then Jfets before 
them his own example, Even as the Son. of 
man came not to be minifired unto^ but to 
minifier^ and to give his life a ran/dm for 
many J f. 28. where his Miniftry and his 
Death are not reprelented as the confequen-. 
ces of a fiavifif? condition, but of a generous 
condeiceniion : And the force of the example 
here is expreffly founded upon this, that the 
Son of man was chief among them\ he mi-, 
niftred to them therefore not as one bought 
in the market for fervitudcj but as chief a^ 
mong them^ and doing the work not of ne^ 
cejfityy but oilove. 

From thefe two inftanccs (and there arc 
moK fiK:h) it appears, that-the example of 

our 
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oui: $avk>iK's humility is not m^ed m Scn^ 
ture upon the reprefeniaitioo of kis GOD4it^ioft 
to that of a Slave, but upon accooni: of hit 
being LorJy aod Mafi^j and Chkfy thonghf 
he miDiftted unto othevs. But eo go oa : 

St. 9aut was, in his Lord&ip's opimo% % 
perfe<% fveewian^ and a grciaic contender lot 
€ivil Rights ; and yet be &ys of himfelf thai 
he hac) a grea^ del^e td know ^ iiw^wi/«it |k 
^JlnfUrm 0M^i,theJeUQwfhifof(^h¥tpsJufk^ 
pingSy Phil. t». lOi but if k was (as his Lord- 
Aip lepr^eots the cafe) pare of Chrift^s GaShm 
l4a^ to f^erjlmaffe a Slofve, how could St. P^ 
petreod to dc^e the (Kdye^wav) Mowihip 60 
Kis Suferii^s, who always behaved himibll 
l^cfo&eozSui^effif 

. Biv ifSt.?\^iy/afi:eebofn Subjeddid/4^ 
^ taAe in the Jufferin^s (as it is eliewhere ex« 
ptelTed) cif Chri A, then the Saileritigs of Chrift 
can yi^ his LordAip v^ ai^umeoc to fay^ 
th^tCbrift w^si'eprefented as a Slave in Sci^ip«^ 
ttire. An4 pray Which of Chrift's £i(!^ii^a| 
prove ^ny thing like flavei^y tabe his conditio^?' 
He Was" accuied and condemned by fi^fe ev^ 
dcoce $ ^ was Nabothy yet he wHs no Slav^ 
jbt he had a& c^e- ia knd: He Was fcQwg* 
ed of the J^s \ 9b^ wa« St. Taklft)isw t\xAts% 
a»d yet b^ was ftee ))qsn : N^, the vei^ 
fiMrm and pcocefe of our Siaviouf^s tr]^ gfovei" 

E ^V^a.v 
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that be neither wasj nor Was taken to be a 
Slave ; he was tryed before the Roman Go- 
vefnour, and (b little was . it fufpeiSed that he 
was a Slavei or that his bufinefs here^zs to 
reprefent a Slave ; that the great accufation 
agMnft him was that he pretended to be a 
King \ kwdixiixft Jews told T Hat e^thzt he 
was. no friend to Ca/ar if he let fo dange- 
rous a man to the Government e(cape ; all 
this is doubtlefe very like the tryalof a Slave! 
Let us then look back to bis 3irth ; he was 
of the Houfe. and Lineage of ^avid^ as 
free a. family (at leaft) as any in the Coun- 
trey ; and that the Jews were no Slavesy you 
have their own teftimody, John viii. 33. PFe 
be Abraham's feed^ and were never in bon- 
dage to any man : hoik) fayefi thou^ \ye jhaU 
be made free? His repated father was of a 
trade that probably kept him and his family 
above- neceflity ; for though our Lord was 
upon his birth laid in a Manger^ yet th^t hap 
pencd not through, the extreme poverty of 
his Parents, but through the crowd, of people 
at Bethlehem^ which wasib great tHat theife 
was no room in the Inn. But (uppoie the 
femily to have been never, ^o poor, (and rich 
it certainly was not) yet many free born fa- 
milies are exceeding poor in every Nation. 
During his childhood he Jived with his Pa. 

rents 



rents as other children do; when he appeared 
in the world, and did things to the ^oqifh- 
mcnt of the Jetjbs ; many laid is not this the 
Carfentefs fin ? Bqt we do not find that a^ 
ny one (ufpedted him to be a Slave, or ^en- 
quired who ' his mafter was ? And yet, had 
there been room for fuch a fiiggeftion, the Jews 
who were difpofed to upbraid him, andiefTen 
him in the eyes of the people, would rather 
have faid, Is not this a mere Slavey than is 
not this the Carpenter's fin. Our Saviour 
himielf ipeaking of his lowed (late, fays, The 
Son of man hath not wherf to lay his head: 
But Poverty and Slavery are two things, and 
there is a great difference between having no 
money, ^xi^h€\x\^ fild for money in the mar* 
ket : Befides, Slaves were not to fcek where 
to lay their beads, they were fixed to th^ boa- 
jes of their matters, and it was part o^ t^eir 
duty to know and to keep their home. JJpoo 
the whole ; I cannot imagine upon what pai^ 
fages his Lordihip builds, when he jays in his 
Book, pag. 6s . that our Lord is pleafid fre- 
quently to defiribe his own low ejiape by the 
condition of Slaves:, or when heiays here 
(in his AniWer) that the New Tejiament it 
Jelf reprefents ^ — - the low cftate of Chrift 

by the condition of Slaves. His Lord- 

ihip has pot thought fit cither in his Book qt 
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fa iiii j^nfiver^ pKKkice Me fitgk pa^ag€ 
where t>iir SaTiour dbet lb defctibe hi$Hfi^% 
nMd Jbot onepafT^e (which IhaH bcconridered 
fprefeotly) irQm the whole Teftanaiiefit, where 
it is pretended t^t he is lb deftribed; and 
^hAt MO tiothifig to the |mrpofe : Ainiyec he 
Mi^s no fcmple to fay^ Ifit'te^ crime H 
9iBpfHsj^mt the cm^fim und exiimfle ef our 
^^kffbd Liord, m I have done ; the im^uta- 
^miif file A^^cufer (i. e. 5 ^uiSiXi) fdllj4if<m 
the Nkw Teflamenty ^d noti^in i»«, Anf^ 
1p. t4. But «s jgreac an Accujer (or ini&pfi^) 
^ iM^ I wift his Lardfliip had to this aod 
^^otb» kiftances fliewn no greater diirelpeA 
^ thiptKdySifriprqres than I have done ; The 
«c«det^&e» here how ^Ank\y he throws tb« 
mjmttam froai fasm^lf co the K^w Xefiih 
Wtnt\ thpii^ the New Teidameiit has faid 
mothing t0 g^ faisQi ^ pxeteoce for ip doii^. 
^is is his Lor dftip^ ^mwDr pra^e, I wfll 
^e«fie pamA tuftance; and witt Ve(iti«€ 
tncidier. chaige of Csbmny ibr fuoting his 
own wor^ : ^ / thought it my greMeSi dt- 
pnce, (%s his J^rdihip) tofiytUer ivb^t I 
b^d fiddun^r the name of our cmmm 
Lard ^^d Mafter : fud rather than esCfrejS 
f^ re^n (mind Reader) in 9»^own word^j 
I choje rather to make ufe $fhis authority^ 
fn4tofayy thirty ^^ To ^{y worldly motives 
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•^ iff tJSe m/er mintwoned^ is t$ kGf mrttttmy 
•* » the inmrfis dftrue RHigiOMj m it U 
^* fiainly vffofite tv the piaximt upm wbitb 
«' Chriftfmni^his1dmgdi>m*\^\}KAkkn^ 
wordsy I bdeech ytm ? His Lordfhip icems cd 
itteco iay^ that the words ure not h$s\ audi 
aiTof e cfae Resder tliey are M^ the t0vn& of 
Scripture: and as they ixt not cfae i^rds of 
Soripture, (b neither have they th^nuthorii^ 
vfScrtptore, but fta<id nitreiy upon his Lmd- 
ihip's confequential reafoainj^. I leave hfe; 
Loidfliip bow to tccouAt for this paflage \ and 
the Reader to conHder in what itaanaer his 
Lordfiiip ttfes the name tfonr Lord and M*^ 
fier frt B Jhelter. 

I go on to the Bifliop's fourth ^nd lafl: Reftr 
fen. ^ That our Lotd yolutitarily put hittt- 
'' ieif into that low, opprds^d, heipIeA Con- 
** edition of a ServMt^ and never acdoisioid 
'' it his Infamy^ but his gredt Glory^ to be 
«f £> ^ken of. St. ^'m/ poiticuiarly makos 
♦* it bis Greait Reward. 

His LordAiip here truly obferves, that oar 
Saviour voluntarily futfcred all that beftf 
him. This indeed was the giory of his 
il^rings, that they were not^ that they 
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could not be impofed on him ; but he choie 
theixi out of pure love and compaffion to men. 
And this one confideration^ if duly weighed, 
m^ht have fhewn his Lordfhip, that our Sa- 
viour's fuflerings were not like to the fiiffcr- 
ihgs: of a Slave ; Slaves fufler not voluntarily^ 
but out of «^f^^; not out of love to thofe 
from whom they iuffer, but becaufe they can 
no way avoid it. This is the very circum- 
ilance upon which St. Taul lays the ftrcfs, in 
that pafTage referr'd to by the Biihop; and 
therefore in that pafTage St. Taul confiders 
him not fufFeiling as a Slave by the necejflty 
of his condition^ but as the free Si among 
men, and fiiffering nothing but what htchofe 
to luffer. This was his great glory ^ this was 
the ground of his great reward and exaltati* 
on; and when Chriftians find him thus repre- 
fented to them in Scripture ; as liiffcring e- 
:vfery thing for their Jakes out of his own j^^^ 
choice ; how can they poflibly conceive of 
him as a Jlavcy as. one Ibid into fervitude^ 
who has no will of his own^ but muft en- 
dure what the imperious will of another 
thinks fit to lay on him ? Yes, his Lordihip 
will (ay ; our Saviour did fuffcr out of choice ; 
and it was out 6f choice that he appeared as 
a flave. And for this he will quote (his^ on- 
ly authority) the paflage of !5t. Taul to the 

Thilijt^ 
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Thiltpftans^ Chap. ii\ that he {ChriHJ to0k 
upon him the farm ofafervanty &c. 

To quote Scripture by the mere found of 
word^ is to judge of Scripture by the Ean^ 
and not by the ^nderftanding. In our En-^ 
glijh tranflation of this pafTage we have the 
word Servant^ for which his Lordlhip in his 
book puts the word Slave zs equivalent to 
it ; and leads his Reader to think that Si.¥aul 
reprefents our Saviour as taking on him the 
form of a Slavey i. e. of one who is not /ui 
Juris J but is bought and fold in the Market 
for the fervice of a private Mafter : and yet 
certain it is , that nothing can be more diia* 
greeable to St. Taut^itv&z than this Interpre- 
tation of his words. Thc.Apoftle was ja^, 
fpeaking to Slaves peculiarly , and thereforfl^ 
had no occafion (fuppodng that he could tru-, 
ly have done it) to reprefent Chrift under the 
form of a Slcwe properly fo called : He writes 
to all the Servants (not Slaves) ofjefks 
Chrift at Thilippij with the Bijhops and 
beacons. And at Ch. ii. he exhorts them, not 
to bear the hardlhips of their fervile conditio 
on patiently, but to be like-minded^ to have 
the fame love ^ to be of one accord y of one 
mind. And left Pride (as it is naturally apt) 
ihould {Mrevenc their compliance with thefe. 
Duties, he adds J^. 3. Let nothing be done 

thro" 



fh9Hf fj^lfl^w vsk^^hry^ kut in hmtmfi df 
mind let m^A efie^m Qfhers heiter tbsn them-. 

JUves: At 3^. S- ^^ ^y^9 ^^ ^^^ ^^ ^^ 
im y^Uy 'unhi^h' vim alfb m thrift Jejks. 
Afid in the fotlowing verfes he fet$ fof th hia 
example^ and Ibews that he did not %it utt!J^ 
rnmrX^ Ifiok 0n hh own things^ hue was con- 
tent to lay jtfide his glory^ that he might da 
^|ood to other§. This is the Apeftlo's view } 
and new let ys confider what be lays c£Cimifi. 
Thus he fp6$k$---^*^^wba iemg U fu^tp^ 3^ im 
the firm &f G^^t*-^— i«i/ w oMw^ty emptyccl 
hhxii^liS oir voluDtarily ^id adde that divme 
firm of ptoyy, pov^ and majeftyr and took 
i^QP hknfelf (witttogiy) fu^c^ ^i)^ tbf 
firfn efa Servant. The firm of a Servant 
is here oppofed (pot to the^jrw of a SuhJeBj 
or of a Freeman^ but) to the form of God. 
And I detire his Lordihip to confider wheth^ 
thej'^iw of Godhc fo littlfy (b mcotifidtrabh 
a thii^9 that the firm of a Servant ^ when 
oppofed to it, Bauft needs figoify ^tforin of 
a Slave freferfy fi called. With rdpedl ta 
God 9 the very highcft Beings ai e Servants } 
Servant is the impipeflfbd Cbaf a(3;er of evejpy 
Creature^ as Su^eme is theeflendal atAriboro 
^f the Creator. When therelbfc thc^form o/S 
nt is eppo^ to the form of Gsd, to 
z Servant to Go^^ and noc a Sltt&a 

to 
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to Mfn, And thus our Saviour him&lf de« 
icribes his own Service ; that he came to db 
the will of God\ nor is there a £ogLe Inflaoa: 
to be foond- (that I knpw of) where o^r Sa- 
viour appears to be Cubjed: co xhcwill oima» 
like a Slaviy but bis whole lubjedioe lay ia 
Jkbmitting to the; w/V/ of JGod bis heaveoly 
Father ; for this reafon he (who ia the begia^ 
ning was with God? and was God) caoac do Wtt 
to meo^ aed was made Man. The Author t<^ 
the Hehrews , to fliew ^t great ^xcelk;pc/ 
of Chrid; above the Augeis of God, puts ttiis 
queftion, To which 4ff the Angels fud he^ 4t 
any time^ Thou 4irt ^ S^Uy this ^ay have 
J begotten thee? And again, / wiU he to 
him a Father ^ mid he jhall be to me a &m , 
Ch. i. j^. 5*. This was the excellency of Chrift, 
that he was the S$n of God, and heir of4Ul 
things , the hrightnefs ^f his Father's giory^ 
4ind the exfrefs image of his ferfin^ uphold- 
ing ail things hy the word of hi^ fower^if.^. 
Sot Angels were not the Sons of XSod 4i tlie 
fame fenie ; they had Jiot the {\m^^ ^) j;he 
fhr^tnefs of his ^lory, l)uit were all Servants. 
m, ..Are they not a4l wimfiringfpiritSy fsssf 
forJih io $nimfi,er for them who JhaU he heirf 
tffaivationi |^. 14.. Hose ^ou ^ chat Jlwl- 
Ngeibs ai« d^iagiiiiAfed boax (Ox&Ay because k^ 
Wits, theiir^^i&iri^^ ii^ 
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-exfrefs Image of his perfbn; {bt ^^(pJji 5-g5 ;) 
but they were all mtnijiring fpirits {bi f^^cp^ 
'^ixm) fent forth (by God) tominijierfor them 
who JhaJl be heirs of falvation. And thus 
our Saviour, when ha laid afide the form of 
Co J J the brightnefs of his Father's glory ^ in 
order to do the will of God^ and to minijier 
to them who were to be heirs of Salvation^ 
he then took upon him (fio^iplu) ^^^a) the 
form of a Servant^ i. e. from appearing in the 
glory and majejiy of God, as ruler of the U- 
niverfc ; he took upon him th^t form in which 
he was fo to minifter, and which is therefore 
called fjLo^^ti ^^^a. In this fenfc all Chriftians, 
vancient and ipodern, (Socinians excepted) 
have underftood the Text ; and little fulpeited 
that the form of a Servant , as oppofcd by 
St. ^aul to the form of God^ had any rela- 
tion to the ftate or condition of Slaves fror 
ferly fb called: and, I believe, had any one 
.explained this Text in the Council of Nice^ 
as his Lordfhip has, it would have made the 
ears of the Chrijiian Bijhoj^s tingle. 
: The antient Author Hermas in his T^ajiorj 
^ptopoles this queftion, ^are Filius ©^i, in 
fimilitudine hdc^ fervili loco ponitur ? The 
y^tfr anfwers him ; In fervili cpndifione non 
xponitur Filius 'T>ei fed in magna potejiate ® 

Jpfprip.^ And theo, after mcntioniog tlie In- 
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cirnation, he adds, Cum igitur corpus illud 
paruijfet omni tempore Spirit ui SanBo^reBeq\ 
& cafte labor dffet cum eo; nee Jiiccubuijfet 
in omni tempore : fatigatum corpus illud^ fer^ 
viliter converfatum eft^ fed fort iter cum 
Spiritu SanSio comprobatum T^eo receptum 
eft *. Here you evidently fee, that they?r- 
vitiide of our Saviour was no other than that 
of his doing the work of God. And this is 
the obedience which St. Tauly as well as this 
antient Chriftian Writer , makes to be the 
ground of his exaltation. 

But to go on with the Text ; at f. 8. St.Taul 
thus illuftrares our Saviour's humility: and 
being found in fajhion as a man^ he humbled 
him/elf and became obedient unto deaths e^ 
ven the death of the crofs. His being obe^. 
dient to death no body can think to be an 
inftance of his likenefs to a 31^ve : but then 
the death of the crofs perhaps may be thought 
to bear a near refemblance to the execution of 

• 

a Slave : And it is true, that crucifixion was 
not ufed to the freemen of Rome, Cicero in 
his fifth Book againft Verres^ exclaims againft 
the indignity done to the \htix\ts oi Rome ^ 
when Verrei cracified a Roman citizen ; but 



* In Mr, Le Clerk Edit, of the Patrcs Apoflolici, f. loj; 
V9I I. 
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thtt all other freeniefl were equally exempted 
ftOin this ptttiifllffient, is not trae ; it was the 
potiJflftiiefit ufed towards thofewho were mo- 
TfirdSf fedltkJfl to the Provinces, tho' they were 
not Slaves but Ffeemeti : and our Lord being 
aeciiffed afid condemned by Tilate upon this 
head, as aflfedting the Kingdooi, he was carri- 
6A to the Cfoft becatrfe of his Jupfofed crime, 
iasA iidt becauffe of his condition. I will tran- 
fef ibe the Wdrds of Grotius to this purpofc , 
*ad leave his Loirdfli^ to disprove them. Cm- 
cent autem irrogatant Chrifio^ tdnquamfedi^ 
ii^is auBori^ V^riJJhne ab alii^ notatum 
ift : eAM enivn penum ei crimini ftatuunt 
KomaH^e leges ^ ut fibtat "Pstulus v. Sent. Tit. 
%t . pro qnditme furcim inpandeifis kgimusj 
^Hippe ^fucis uju ih fuppliciis per Conftan- 
fihutft Jublato. Ex^mpld cntcifix^um fidi- 

imistriffiinb ik ipJZJudUd^ aVaro ^ d 
TFUH haies vpudJofephutHy ift Mttt. ca|). 17. 

Thti^ yt!m tee this ^tflage oi St. TmuI af- 
5«nas his Lordfiiip tibfhelter^mh^ affertiOfi; 
Mf^ is tibt\^ that defer*** our Saviour » 
i?% in a ftafe, or appeMHg ih ^ ft«e of 
fitbeiry. The Aj)oftIe wp^dfeits him us wif- 
Itt^ly laying afide the ^^^^&6^,^n9ir of divine 
Majefty^ and taking upon hioH inftead of the 
image of the power of God, the form and <5hfe- 
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tafirer of a fervant of God. Befides ; if we 
cooftder only the ufe of the word ^ix(^ (Ser-^ 
vant ;J on which his Lordfliip's great depen- 
dence is ; and which he tells us ha^i as mean 
an idea annext to it in St. TauPs time , as 
the word Slave has now ; we ihall find that 
it is far from neceflarily fignifyir^ a Slave in 
his (eofe, froferlyfo called: St. Taul ufcs \Si 
of himfelf, and the other ApcrfUes, who Were 
not Slaves J x Cor. c. iv. J^. y. And our Saviour;, 
Mark X. 44. exhorts all hisDiiciples thus. fFho^ 
fiever of you will be chief y let him be Ts-ojnvf 
iix(^^ the Servant of all. And 'tis evident 
here, both from the forgoing and following 
vtrie, that iih<^ and ^uUoy^ are equivalent ; 
and that our Saviour was never any otbcrwifc 
a iS^^y than as he exhorts his Difciples to be, 
by miniftring willingly to others for their 
good : In confequenoe of this Precept of our 
Lords, St. S^iw/fays, lOr. ix. 19. Though I 
be free from all men^ {i.e. no man's Servant 
01 Slave) yet, nxranrisf ifjuuflov kUhcofTAj have I 
ma^ my filf a Servant unto ail. Where 
you fee that bei^ a Servant in the Chriftian 
fcnfe is not inconfiflent with freedom ; (b fiu: 
isxsRk it, that the fame Apoftle fays ex;prefl[ly^ 

Cfasp. vii. J^. XX. EAdC/^®^ %kf[^^ ii>Jci% v^ 
p(^^£* he that is ralkd being free^ isChrift^s 
Servat^. In die very Cbaptcr of the Thi- 

lipj^ians 



lipftans to which hisLordfliip reifcrs, St. Taul 
ufes the verb ^nhd^jav, to cxprefs the obedience 
of a fon to a father, j^, %^. io in the parable 
of the prodigal, the elder fbn fays to his fa- 
ther, •na-ouuroL \rv\ ^iiK<^ai trot ' The/e many- 
years do I ferve thee. In hkc manner, the 
fame word is ufed to exprefe the fervice of 
love and charity which Chriftiaris owe to one 
another; thus we read GaL v. 13. for bre- 
thren ye have been called unto liberty^ only 
iife not liberty for an occafion to the flejh^ 

oKK&i hoi *^ aydTTYiq ^>i7\Aji\i ahhY^Koiq^ but by 

love ferve one another. In this lenfc *cis 
that all Chriftians are to be ^^Aoi, fervants to 
men ; and in no other lenic was their Mailer 
a fervant with refpc<3: to men. 

This pafTage in the Epiftle tbthe Thilippians 
being the only one produced by his Lord (hip for 
his frange^ and, until he invented it, unheard of 
Dodtrine ; and this Text being diredWy oppofite 
to the Dodirine he would fupport, and repre- 
fenting our Saviour as taking upon him the 
form of a fervant to God, and not of a 4$"/^!;^ 
to men ; and the word liK®^^ on which his 
Lordlhip builds, being uled in Scripture of all 
Oiriftians, with relpecft to the Icrvice they 
owe to God, and the love they owe to each 
other, and therefore not neccflafiiy denoting 
a. Slave in this Text of St. "Paul to the ThU 
' -A Itppiansy 
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lippians ; the Reader muft be furprized to hear 
his Lordfhip declaring, that to Uame this 
Dod:riiie of his is to accufe the New Tejta- 
ment^ pag. 14. §, i. To calumniate the j1- 
foftlesy §. X. To repraoch St. Tauly 5, 3, 
Nay, to contradid Chrijt himfelf^ ^.4. 

I wifli his Lordihip had ufed thefe great, 
names with more refpedl: But this is his me- 
thod of appealing to Scripture; and thus it: is 
that all his DocStrines arc Scripture Dodlrincs, 
and all his adverlaxies oppolers of Chrift and* 
his Apoflles. 

, For my own part, after having confidcrv 
ed this matter maturely, and as carefully as I 
am. able, his Lordfliip's propofition ftill ap-* 
pears tQjme very Jhockhig^ as well as deffitute 
of all fupport ; nor do 1 knew a fingle Text 
in Scripture that can be made to fpeak in its 
behalf: And whatever his Lordihip may think,' 
not only I, but many other lerious Chriflians 
have been long offended at it ; and have woii' 
dered how his Lordfliip could be led into 
) fuch an aflertion. Our Saviour's behaviour 
could afford him no ground for it; no one 
ever adted with 2^ freer Spirit ; he came to do 
the will of Gody zviiii not to ht fubjeB to the. 
will of man ; he came to do good to men, 
land to fuffer for them, and therefore fubmit* 
«xJ to perform the offices of love and charity 
. .■■\r towards 
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towards them : Other iervitude than this he 
knew not : Nay, thoie paflages of his Life 
which carry the greateft appearence with them 
of the li^midion to humane Power, are particu- 
larly guarded againft all (iiipicions, of what his 
Lordihip now aflerts, that he aAed the part 
of z Slave : St. Luke tells us, he was Jubje£t 
to his Parents, Ch. ii. f. ji. And yet when 
his Mother (eemed to complain of his car- 
mge, and laid, Son^ why hafi thou thus dealt 
with «j; he aniwered, wift ye not that I 
muft be about my Father's buJineJS? it. 48, 49. 
intimating plainly a freedom in himlelf, with 
sdpedt even to the fubmiflion due to his Pa- 
tCQXSy not common to all fons : The iansie 
diing appears again, John ii. 4, f . at the Mar- 
Kiage in Cana o( Galilee. 
^ And thpo^ our Lor<I fays of hiuKfeif that 
he came to minijier^ yet when he ^ con- 
cerned in civil afiairs he does not govern 
fanasietf by dbis confideration that he is ^A(^, 
afirwmt^ but as a free fubjedi liibmits to 
f«y ti^te to the Temple, (which SUeves in 

the Biifaop^ ienfe could not do, for diey had 
BO fvoperty) ; but even here, the queftion ht 

puts to St. ^et£r^ Mat. xvii. 2.5. &ews, that 

|ie looked upon himielf not as a ful^eiS: of 

man, but 1^ dbe Son of God; and yot t^MC 

he jb|^ fiot gkw edSbiice, he cNinfesced m 
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pny with other SubjeBs^ ftom whom in «/- 
ffdrence he oothiog differed ; had he appear* 
cd as a Slave he had given no offence by not 
fMiyiog ; hut that he might comply with th6 
diaraSker of a SuijeB under which he ap- 
|>eared, he wrought a miracle to anfwer the 
jdeittand, ind paid that tribute to the Temple^ 
which the Sea firft paid him as its great Lord 
imdMaftet. 

, the cafe of his wdhing the Di&iples feer$ 
has been akeady confidered. 
. if we look to his lowed (iate^ when he 
Ictem'd to be in the power of his enemte;s> and 
ajt. their command^ even there we ifaall find 
that he acSted as ^fervanp of God, and not 
As % Si^ CO man : When the dfticerS) ^c. 
came to ieize him^ John xwiiu he oflered 
hiisielf to them ; they afloniihed fejll dowtt 
to rtie grptind: Agdin he pSkts himfclfi and 
^eter drew the fword ib his defence^ fot 
which Out Lord rebuked hiro^ ^nd faid^ Thi 
itif 'mhich w^ father hath given, m^ JhaH t 
not drink it? j^.it; Putting theVhoic of hi4 
iuhiniifioii on this, chat it was the mil of 
M thjit he ihouki faSer ; and teth&g TtteTi 
Mat.xxvhf). thatJietoaU have more thail 
t^»e^ kgi$m df j^iklx to «flift hinii if htf 
t]hoaghc it fropcn Bvt how thin (Ays fie; 
t^ «•) JhaUihe Stratum if the ^o^i 

G Aad 



C 50 ) 

And at his tryal he tells Tilate, Jfohn xix. 11. 
Thou couldeft have no power at all againftmey 
except it were given thee from above, Is 
there any thing in all this like being fubje6f 
to the will of a man, as a Slave bought and 
fold in the market ? I have oblerved before 
that all the circumftances of his try al were fuch 
as denoted his appearance to be that of a Sub- 
Jeff^ and not of a Slave. And here I reft 
the argument with refpe(3: to his Lordfliip, 
having gone through all he offered in hisoWn 
defence, and overlooking the bitter reflexions 
caft upon my felf ; I have returned him ar- 
guments for invest ives^ reafons for his re- 
proaches j yiAvtnA x^^^^v, .......'. 

But before I take leaye of this iubjed; Imuft 
add a word with refpe^l td the author of a letter 
in the Flying-Tojfyjm. 18. I might Vei^y well 
excuie my iijlf froip taking notice of any thing 
that appears in a paper, which has uled mo^ 
and many my betters with the utmoft indig- 
nity; But as the letter comes from an able 
hand, and i*^rit in a Ipirit very different ftoni 
that of the 5^^r in which it appears, and 
indeed from that of the Biihbp*s own, I will 
endeavour to giv^ the Author ^ of it all the 
fatis£u%on I caQ : Aiid as I muft acknowledge 
that the^^o^ he has^iaid of me, is more than 
I deferve^ lb I hope to ihew him the iame 

with rej|«d; to his ceoloK 

' .' ■ This 
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. This Writer (ays, that my Rcprcfentation 
of the Biihop is very hard and cruel ; arid 
that I may agree With him as far as I can , I 
own, that if his Reprefentation of the Bi- 
p's meaning in th^f ajfage which I quote dy 
fuji and fairj that mine is both hard and 
crM. 

. The Bifliop of Bangor's Propofition is this : 
The Example of our Lord is much more pe- 
culiarly fit to be ufed to Slaves than to Sub- 
jeBs. The Author of the Letter fays with re- 
iped: to this propofition, that the Bifliop's fenfe 
is, That the example ofChrifl is more pro^ 
perly urg'd to Slaves than Subjects j in the 
%^ Chapter of St. Peter. He (ays again > 
The difpute, as I faid^ is^ whether this ^at- 
dmple be more properly urged upon thofe who 
are called Subjedts^ in j^. 13. or thofe who 
are called Slaves^ f. 18. He affirms a third 

time , *' This is not the quejlion " (/. e. 

whether the Example of Chrift be (it for all) 
*f But this— whether in This Chapter of Sr. 
y^/^r, the cxaniplc of our Lord Chrift, be 
more naturally and properly qrgcd upon, 
" and applied to the people mentioned in 
^f j^. 13. who 2XC Subje5isy or to thofe mcn- 
^^ tioned f. 18. who are Slaves^ or Servants? 
",' This is the matter in queftion. " Upon 
t^is Hate of the ca(c he fays very juftly. That 

G X ^'hick 
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which ever way it Be determine d^ no Bodys 
Ears need to tingle at it. 

I defif c this Writer now to confidcr , that 
his expofition is inconliftent with the Bifhop's 
words, which do not affirm with rcfpedt to St, 
fPeter^ that the Example ofChrih is more 
peculiarly urged {by \iim) to Slaves^ than ta 
Suhje£isj but do affirm with refpcd to the 
nature of the example it fclfi That it is much 
. more peculiarly Frr to be urged to S laves j 
than to Subjects. 'Tis true that the dif- 
pute he is there engaged in begun about the 
example as urged by St. Teter ; but then 
both ildes argue from the nature of the ex- 
ample, in order to limit the Application of 
it by St. Teter^ and not vice versa ; I de- 
jfire this ViTriter to attend tb the Bilhop's own 
?lccount of his Adverfery's view in arguing 
from f(^t nature of Chrift's Example, ^. 6i. 
(how truly he rcprcfcnts it, I enquire not) 
Bi^t the examj^leofi^ahriSf^ f^you^ is more 
feculiar^ jtt to be urged to Subjetls than 
to Slaves ; therefore Consec^ently, thisTaf- 
Jage (in St, TeterJ in which thai example is ^ 
urgedtho^ dire^edto Sla/ves^yet was dejigned\ 
peculiarly for Subjeif^. Here the Reader 
cannot but obftrve that the nature of the ex- 
ample is urged, (by the Biihop's own account]| 
\^ orfler to fix $t Teler's mcftaing, and there. 

fore. 
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§0Tt, With refpciStto the example, the dli^mte 
was , not what in facft it was apflyed to by 
St. VeteVy but to what it is in its own nature 
more feculiarky applicable. The paragra[rfi 
in the Bifhop's book , from whence the quo- 
tation in dilpute is taken , begins thus : It 
is Jb far from bein^ true that his example 
was more peculiar^, fit to be reeonimenaed 
toSxh)tGts conjidered as (uch, than to Slaves 
(cx)nfidcrcd as fiich ,) that I think the very 
CONTRARY to be evident. The contrary Pro- 
pofitionto which, is what he has truly and fiilly 
cxpreflTed^in the words which I quoted. And in 
all this long Paragraph he does not once argue 
from the Example, as apply ed by St. Veter^ 
but defends his Propofition upon general to- 
picks ; fuch as our Lord's humiliation^ being* 
compared by himfelf to that of a Servant: 
St. Taufs reprclendng him in the feme 
nuinner^ when he (ays, he took on him 
the form of a Servant : fllence of Scri- 
pture, which never compares our Lord's ftatc 
to that of a Subject : the circumftances of 
his laft Suffering* t ^c. From the nature 
of the Example thus fixed, his Lordfhip makes 
two obfcrvations. The firft is, that the diffe- 
rence between the condition of SuhJeHs and 
Slaves is (b great, that the ApofHe St. ^eter 
Wusx htjiippofed to diftinguifli tlicm- The 

iecond 
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fkcond is, that the example of out Lord is 
rmch more peculiarly fit to be urged to S laves j 
by whofe condition he is f leafed frequently 
to defcribe his own low eftate^ than to Sub- 
j,e6isj whofe condition is never u fed to that 
furpofij &c. 

And heconcludesthis Paragraph thus: This 
I fay (i. e. the patient fuffering of our Sa- 
viour) U particularly proper in their cafe 
(viz. Slaves) for this reafbn, becaufe he isfaid 
with refpe6i to his loweji and mo ft mijera- 
ble condition to have taken on him their 
form^ Sec. 

So that here the matter inqueftion plainly 
was, not this,- how St. Teter had apply M the 

example ^^but this — ^To which of the two 

cafes the exacnpie in its nature was more 
peculiarly applicable. 

And now let the Author of the Letter, 
confider whether he has not greatly miftaken 
the true ftate of thequeftioo; whether the 
occafion I had to exprefs my great diflike of 
this pafiage vvas y5 very ^i^Zr^ ; and whether 
hirafelf has taken i\\t: pains requifite to fet 
the Reader rights and to leave him as im- 
partial as a Reader ought to be when he . 
wot^djwdge aright. 

I am fure I hjavc a great deal of realbn to 
wiih for my own fake, that this writer Iiad* 

read 
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read with that impartiality which he has '^cx- 
prefs^d lb much concern to prcferye to p- 
thers; and that every Reader may fee that! 
had no defign to lead him wrong, I will give 
him the true reafon which drew that Oblcr- 
vation from me. 

I did it then ; to give an undeniable in- 

dance of the Bifhop's running into extreme/ 
thro' oppoHtion ; ami to induce the reader to 
confider the true ground upon which the pfc- 
fcnt contro verfy with the Biihop ftands ; for 
this is the cafe in almoft every article of it ; his 
Lordfhip not content to oppofe what is wrong; 
fufFers his zeal to carry him into very unjufti, 
fk2\At extremes. 

Thus: 

!• Becaufe fome have laid tbo much ftrefi 
upon a regular fuccejfion of the Clergy^ and 
confined the VaUdity of the golpel inftirutions 
to it, without allowing for cafes even of 
neceffity; 

Therefore 

His Lordfhip not troubling himfelf to cori- 
fider what regard ought to be paid to a regu- 
lar fiicceflion, and what not ; calls it in con- 
tempt. The invention of men^ * vain wofds^ 
% niceties, trifles^ dreams. 



\ 
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ir. Becaufe (bme haye claimed (uch a povvet 
of excommunicatioii as is indeed inconftfienc 
with the terms of the Gofpel, and the reafon 
of Man; 

Therefore 

His Lordfhip; not concerning himfelf to 
ihew the true ufe of Excdmmunication in the 
Church of Chrifl:^ an^ thereby to fiiot out aii 
falje chivoB ; exhorts all Chriftians to ad^ 
without uny regard to the outcries of hsmaH 
terror^ cr the filemn deuuntiations of any 
men afon e^irth "^ ; and repre^nts, human be^ 
nediSiionsy human 4ih/QJutioniy human denun^ 
ciationsy hifman excmmunie^tions^ ^shutium 
engines permitted to work for^ time (like o* 
ther evils) by jffrovidence f . 
, 9. Becaufe feme claim an unwarrantable 
power to the goyerxK>urs in the Church > over 
particular members : 

Therefore, 

His Lordfhip 9 not ebdeavotiting to &ew 
the juft limits of Church powef ; declares thtre 
i$ no power in the Churchy That no one of 
Chrift's Subje(3:s , more than another , hath 
authority — —io judge ^ cenfure^ ot j^mijb 
t,hf iSfTvanis of another Ma^r^ mmiattri 

m . .. ' '- .1-* ^ V* i • ' u ■• li • ^ • • "■ " .f 
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relating furely to confcience and falva- 
tion%. 

4. Becaufe (bme claim an unjuftifiable au- 
thority to impofe articles of faith, and their 
own interpretations of the Scripture for fuch^ 
on the Chriftian People : 

Therefore, 

His Lordfhip, not confidering that many 
Chriftians cannot read, that more of them can- 
not read the Scriptures without an interpreter, 
affirms, with re^d to ail Chriftians equally. 
That the Scriptures in nece0ary points Nesd 
No Interpreter *. 

5* Becauie the authority of the Magiftrate 
in matters of religion has been often abuied ; 
and perfecutioDS have been carried on by the 
pretence of it : 

Therefore, 

His Lordihip, not endeavouring to ftatethe 
juft limits of the Civil Authority in this mat- 
ter ; affirms, that there is no fuch Authority ; 
and that if any men upon earth have a right 
to add to the fan£tions of Chriji's law s ■ 
they are fo far Kings in his Jieady and reig» 
in their own kingdom^ and not in his f . i. e. 



:: Sermon^ p. 16. * Preferv. p. loi. 
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as he<txplatQS it himielf in his SermoQ, Thi^ 
Jo far tdk^ChriJi's kingdom out of his hands ^ 
and place iu their awn %. 

6. Becaufe it had been urged to the EKihc^ 
that temporal encoaragements , when rightly 
applied 9 do promote true Religion : 

Therefore, 

His Loxdfliip, rather than ^liow temporal 
eD€om:^ments, when applied in the beft man- 
Ber^ to be of ady (ervice to true Religion » 
irsmes a New definition of lieligion^ on pur- 
po(e to throtiV.out temporal encouragements^ 
and affirms ; That the belief of another world 
is wkaP Alone renders our Best aflions Re- 
MGK>N from whence they flow\ and from 
whence^ -when they do notflowy they Cease /a 
be Religion *. 

I call now upon every reafbnable man to 
judge whether I had not Juffi^ient and great 
oecafion to m^ke the obfervation I did, of his 
Lordlhip's beiog carried into e^/r^«r^ through 
oppofiHon : And whether I wa$ to blame for 
choofing an inftance oiat of a controverfy of 
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h^ Lordfhiys, in which I had no haDd> i&d 
thetefpre the lefs prejudice : An inflatice whidh 
aj^eared to me fo flagrant^ that 1 no mofe 
thought the Bifhop would jufiify his afTcr- 
tioU) than I did^ that he would occufe me ef 
Calumny for jprodticiog his own words. 

But his Lordftiip knows beft how to ma* 
nage his own part of the contr overfy i if *tis 
for his advantage to draw the eyes of the 
world frota the merits of the cauie, and turn 
them to ferJoHttl matters, he may go on conl* 
plaffiing either with or without caufe. Were 
I to recriminate ^ I too could give a cata* 
logue of abules that have been c^ on me by 
his Lbrdfliip and his friends; btit I do not 
think fir yet to trouble the world with thenf j 
and therefore will only give one inftance of 
bis Lordfliip's Charity towards me ; which I 
ihould be ^ad he would explain % I had laid 
* that the Convocation cannot^ if they wilt 
maintain the Trust refofed in Them, 
be Jilent under Juch an attack nfon the 
Rights of the Chriftian Churchy and the 
Ghriftian Magiftrate: What fays his Lord- 
ihip to this ? Why traly he fays nothing to 
tl» tmft repoled in the Convocation ; but 
ipeaks of ibme particular trufi repoied in me^ 
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and fays; *^ I do not at all doubt the truth of 
^' what you lay, /. jx. that jf^ could not 
*' barve been Jilent in Convocation upon this 
" occafiooy if you would maintain the truji 
*^ repojed in You *. 

In the firft place, I had faid nothing of a- 
ny /rnj/? repofcd in me particularly, and there- 
fore his Lord(hip is very injurious in repre- 
fcnting it to the world as if I had. Second- 
ly, His Lordfliip here allows that I adtedac- 
.cording to the truJi repofed in me; but he 
complains often of the Lower Houfe of Con- 
vocation for treating him ill, and therefore 
not according to the truJi repofed in them ; 
from which 'tis evident that his Lordfliip's in- 
tention here Was to charge me \9iihLZ private 
underhand truft : And indeed he took care to 
fix his meaning lb as not to be miHaken by any 
reader ; for ^t/. 91. he lay&» ^^I will never fuf- 
^* fer upon any account in the world Any Such 
" Trust .to be refofed in me as can oblige 
^' me to attempt, or aflift, or encourage in 
s^ any ckgree, in any time to come, the like 
*^ ulage oiyou^ or of any man living *'. Here 
'tis plain beyond contradiction, that by the 
Xr/{^, repofed in me^ his Lordfliip did not 
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: mean a tmSLcotntnon to him and me, asMem« 
bers of the Convocation ; but fome private 
and particolar truft ; and that too a very dij^ 
honefi one, elfe he would not have feid, that 
he would never upon any account in the world 
foffery&^A a tnil to be repofed in himfelf. 
This is a reflexion which touches to the 
quick, which dives into the very heart, and 
fixes the imputation oidijhonefty there; *tis 
all invention^ and I call upon his Lordihip to 
jQiew any reafbn that could move him to lug* 
gefl: to the world that I am fb bajey fo fro^ 
Jligate 

I have not perhaps in this controverfy treat* 
ed his Lordihip with all that deference and y%^« 
mijfion which he and his friends exped: from 
me ; but if ail I have laid, put together, amounts 
to any thing like irhis reflexion, which at 
once takes away the reputation of honefty 
and common morality ; I will humble my felf 
to him in the eyes of the world, and publick- 
]y ask his pardon. 

As to the numerous tnijreprefentations^ ^ 
the new heap of felf contradidtions ; p. 7. the 
various and contradictory windings^ p. 21. 
the partial and unjuft reprefentationsy p. xz. 
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